Introduction
Over a third of maritime space around the world falls under the claim or jurisdiction of coastal and island states under the provisions of the united nations convention on the law of the sea, 1982 (lOsc). yet less than 50 per cent of possible maritime boundaries have been agreed by neighbouring states. after peaking in the late 1970s just prior to the conclusion of lOsc, the number of maritime boundary agreements concluded per year has dwindled to just a handful. this has been accompanied by a concurrent rise in the number of maritime boundaries delimited through third-party adjudication and arbitration.
Off shore hydrocarbon interests have played a key role in the development of modern law of the sea, but they have appeared in recent years to become almost inextricably linked to the delimitation of maritime boundaries. ranking the relative impact of oil and gas interests on maritime boundary agreements concluded in the last 30 years, this chapter will critically examine the relationship between the definition of a maritime boundary and the presence of offshore hydrocarbon resources. While certainly paving the way for efficient exploitation, it is hoped that the presence of hydrocarbons should not be the sole prerequisite for states to clearly define the limits of their maritime jurisdiction. if this link is shown to have grown stronger in recent years, it raises potential questions about the relative balance between states' rights to the resources of their maritime space, and the responsibilities of marine management.
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Maritime Delimitation: A Specific Spatial Perspective
international maritime boundary delimitation has generated substantial literature, especially in the decades that have followed the conclusion of United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (LOSC)1 in 1982, from the reviews of specific delimitations best evidenced by the international Maritime boundary series through to insights from individual scholars and practitioners.2 With a number of notable exceptions from the geographic perspective provided, for example, by prescott and schofield,3 and technical considerations such as by pratt and schofield and carleton,4 much of this literature has originated within the field of the international law of the sea. since maritime boundary delimitation requires the direct or indirect consent of neighbouring coastal and island states, it is unsurprising that the international law of the sea engages so closely with these practices, being both developed by, as well as directive of, the interactions of state actors. drawing out unique characteristics of delimitation in specific contexts, this literature has provided valuable insights into the methodologies and techniques for delimiting maritime boundaries based on state practice and international jurisprudence.
almost by necessity much of this literature is retrospective to the actual delimitation processes that have often gone on behind closed doors, either within bilateral negotiations between government officials or within the deliberations of
